PROTECTION AS A  UNIVERSAL NEED.	87
perceptions are implanted in our nature as a means whereby our conduct may be instinctively guided in such way as to conduce to the general well being, how is it, if the Creator has ordained that man should prosper by protective tariffs, that the moral sense tabes no cognizance of such a law ? If, as others hold, what we call moral perceptions be the result of general experience of what conduces to the common good, how is it that the beneficial effects of protection have not developed moral recognition?
To make that a crime by statute which is no crime in morals, is inevitably to destroy respect for law ; to resort to oaths to prevent men from doing what they feel injures no one, is to weaken the sanctity of oaths. Corruption, evasion and false swearing are inseparable from tariffs. Can that be good of which these are the fruits? A system which requires such spying and searching, such invoking of the Almighty to witness the contents of every box, bundle and package—a system which always has provoked, and in the nature of man always must provoke, corruption and fraud—can it be necessary to the prosperity and progress of mankind ?
Consider, moreover, how sharply this theory of protection conflicts with common experience and habits of thought. Who would think of recommending a gite for a proposed city or a new colony because it was very difficult to get at ? Yet, if the protective theory be true, this would really be an advantage. Who would regard piracy as promotive of civilization ? Yet a discriminating pirate, who would confine his seizures to goods which might be produced in the country to which they were being carried, would be as beneficial to that country as a tariff.

